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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of the Claims 

1. Claims 1-13 were previously pending in this application. Claims. 1-4, 10, 12-13 
were amended; and new claims 14-18 were added in the reply filed September 10, 
2007. Claims 1-18 are currently pending in this application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-13 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 
The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

5. Newly added claims 16-18 depend from base claim 1. Claim 1 is directed to a 
process; however claims 16-18 further define structural features of an apparatus. The 
scopes of claims 16-18 are vague and indefinite because it is unclear how these 
structural limitations further limit how the process steps of claim 1 are performed; and 
therefore the claims do not reasonably apprise the public as to what would constitute 
infringement. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1, 3-10, 12-13, and 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bulawa, et al M Intl. Pat. Pub. No. WO 01/63820 (Reference 8 of the 
IDS submitted 1 1/13/2007) in view of Carlsson, et al., U.S. Pat. No. 6,026,291 
(Reference A of the attached PTO-892). 

8. As per claim 1 , Bulawa teaches an accounting advisor method for guiding a user 
of a mobile telecommunication device when intending to invoke a service comprising: 
providing a service choice (page 7, line 28) and invoking a selected service (page 16, 
lines 1-2); and account processing at a subscriber's mobile telecommunication device 
(page 9, lines 15, 30), wherein the mobile telecommunication device is configured to 
process multiple accounts (page 13, lines 25-26) and providing the service choice (page 
7, line 28), and wherein the processing comprises for each account, retrieving 
accounting information (page 16, line 15), for each account, analyzing service and tariff 
constraints based on recorded user behavior and the retrieved accounting information 
(page 14, line 29-30; page 16, lines 15-17), and deriving a recommended service based 
on said analyzing of the multiple accounts with respect to optimization criteria (page 16, 
lines 12-17). Bulawa does not explicitly teach deriving an account selection based on 
said analyzing of the multiple accounts; which is taught by Carlsson (col. 5, lines 53-55). 
It would have been prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to incorporate the above teachings of Carlsson into the method taught by 
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Bulawa to allow a single user to choose between a default subscription account and at 
least one other account for call charges (col. 2, lines 3-5). 

9. As per claim 3, Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Bulawa further teaches recording user behavior into a user profile 
(page 18, lines 1-3). 

10. As per claim 4, Bulawa teaches a mobile telecommunication device adapted to 
guide a user when intending to invoke a service, wherein said mobile 
telecommunication device comprises: an advisor unit recording user behavior (page 15, 
lines 7-9); retrieving accounting information for each of multiple accounts of the user 
(page 13, lines 25-26; page 16, line 15); analyzing service and tariff constraints of each 
of the multiple accounts based on the recorded user behavior and the accounting 
information of a respective account (page 14, line 29-30; page 16, lines 15-17); and 
deriving a recommended service (page 16, lines 12-17), and providing an accounting 
and service guidance by a user interface based on said recommended service and 
account selection when invoking or intending to invoke a service or network logon (page 
17, lines 1-15). Bulawa does not explicitly teach deriving an account selection; which is 
taught by Carlsson (col. 5, lines 53-55). It would have been prima facie obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the above teachings 
of Carlsson into the device taught by Bulawa to allow a single user to choose between a 
default subscription account and at least one other account for call charges (col. 2, lines 
3-5). 

11. As per claim 5, Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the device of claim 4 as 
described above. Bulawa further teaches the mobile telecommunication device is 
embedded within a notebook, a personal digital assistant (PDA), a personal computer, 
or a car-telematic system (page 9, lines 30-31). 

12. As per claim 6, Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the device of claim 4 as 
described above. Bulawa further teaches said user interface comprises a user interface 
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for invoking a service or network logon with an accounting and service guidance when 
invoking a service by raising a menu with at least one recommended selection (page 9, 
lines 16-19). 

1 3. As per claim 7, Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the device of claim 4 as 
described above. Bulawa further teaches said user interface comprises elements for 
additionally providing information on which a recommended selection is based (page 9, 
lines 17-18). 

14. As per claim 8, Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the device of claim 4 as 
described above. Bulawa further teaches said user interface comprises elements for 
additionally providing information about consequences of a selection (page 9, lines 17- 
18). 

15. As per claim 9, Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the device of claim 4 as 
described above. Bulawa further teaches said user interface comprises elements for 
providing application-context related information, known from former usage by the 
identified user (page 9, lines 17-18). 

16. As per claim 10, Bulawa teaches a base station in a mobile telecommunication 
infrastructure adapted to enable a mobile telecommunication device guiding a user 
when intending to invoke a service (page 9, lines 29-31), wherein said base station and 
said mobile telecommunication device comprise accounting means that are enabled for 
exchanging accounting information based on accounting inquiries (page 18, lines 1-3) 
and wherein the guiding of the user by the mobile communication device comprises: for 
each of multiple accounts of the user, retrieving accounting information (page 13, lines 
25-26; page 16, line 15), for each of the multiple accounts, analyzing service and tariff 
constraints based on recorded user behavior and the retrieved accounting information 
(page 14, line 29-30; page 16, lines 15-17), and deriving a recommended service based 
on said analyzing of the multiple accounts with respect to optimization criteria (page 16, 
lines 12-17). Bulawa does not explicitly teach deriving an account selection based on 
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said analyzing of the multiple accounts; which is taught by Carlsson (col. 5, lines 53-55). 
It would have been prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to incorporate the above teachings of Carlsson into the apparatus taught by 
Bulawa to allow a single user to choose between a default subscription account and at 
least one other account for call charges (col. 2, lines 3-5). 

17. As per claim 12, Bulawa teaches a computer readable medium storing 
instructions for guiding a user of a mobile telecommunication device when intending to 
invoke a service, wherein the instructions comprise: recording user behavior (page 15, 
lines 7-9), retrieving and processing accounting information for each of multiple 
accounts (page 13, lines 25-26; page 16, line 15), analyzing and evolving service or 
tariff constraints for each of the multiple accounts based on the user behavior and 
retrieved accounting information of a respective account (page 14, line 29-30; page 16, 
lines 15-17). Bulawa does not explicitly teach deriving a recommended account 
selection based on optimization criteria or strategies and based on said analyzing; 
which is taught by Carlsson (col. 5, lines 53-55). It would have been prima facie 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the 
above teachings of Carlsson into the medium taught by Bulawa to allow a single user to 
choose between a default subscription account and at least one other account for call 
charges (col. 2, lines 3-5). 

18. As per claim 13, Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the medium of claim 12 as 
described above. Bulawa further teaches said computer readable medium further 
comprises downloadable enhancements (page 18, lines 11-14). 

19. As per claim 15, Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Bulawa further teaches the service comprises establishing a 
connection with a telephone network (page 9, line 8). 

20. As per claim 16, Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Bulawa further teaches the mobile telecommunication device stores a 
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table comprising a plurality of rows (page 6, line 1 - "database"), wherein each row has 
the accounting information for a respective device (page 6, line 2), wherein each row 
has a field indicating a provider, a respective service, a cost of the respective service, 
and a plurality of characteristics of the respective service (page 6, lines 12-16). 
Examiner notes that even if Bulawa is read to store this information remotely, it is 
suggested that it can be stored locally (page 19, lines 6-7) and it would have been prima 
facie obvious to incorporate this feature as this is a mere routine expedient that 
produces predictable results. 

21 . As per claim 17, Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the method of claim 16 as 
described above. Bulawa further teaches said plurality of characteristics of the 
respective service comprise invocation information, duration for the cost, location and 
time of the respective service (page 6, lines 12-16). 

22. As per claim 18, Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Bulawa further teaches the mobile telecommunication device 
comprises a user interface (page 6, line 11), wherein the user interface comprises a 
service selection component, a provider selection component, an explanation 
component, and a control component (page 6, lines 11-14; page 17, lines 17-20). 

23. Claims 2 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bulawa, et al. in view of Carlsson, et al. as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, in further 
view of Gell, U.S. Pat. No. 6,577,858 (Reference B of the attached PO-892). 

24. As per claim 2, Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Bulawa in view of Carlsson does not teach negotiating service and 
tariff characteristics; which is taught by Gell (col. 1, lines 38-40). It would have been 
prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate the above teachings of Gell into the method taught by Bulawa in view of 
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Carlsson to operate in a system with no "standard" tariffs and instead all calls are priced 
individually (as taught by Gell; col. 1, lines 42-44). 

25. As per claim 1 1 , Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the apparatus of claim 1 0 
as described above. Bulawa in view of Carlsson does not teach said accounting means 
are enabled for trading and answering on negotiation requests with service or tariff 
characteristics; which is taught by Gell (col. 21 , lines 2-4). It would have been prima 
facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate 
the above teachings of Gell into the apparatus taught by Bulawa in view of Carlsson to 
operate in a system with no "standard" tariffs and instead all calls are priced individually 
(as taught by Gell; col. 1 , lines 42-44). 

26. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bulawa, 
et al. in view of Carlsson, et al. as applied to claim 1 above, in further view of Pedersen, 
et al., U.S. Pat. Pub. No. 2002/0004380 (Reference C of the attached PTO-892). 

27. As per claim 14, Bulawa in view of Carlsson teaches the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Bulawa in view of Carlsson does not teach the multiple accounts 
comprise a plurality of SIM cards and prepaid cards; which is taught by Pedersen fl| 
0018). It would have been prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to incorporate the above teachings of Pedersen into the method 
taught by Bulawa in view of Carlsson because use of prepaid SIM cards in mobile 
communications is increasing as they enable upper limits and payment for roaming calls 
at local tariffs (as taught by Pedersen; 0003). 

Conclusion 

28. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. White, et al., U.S. Pat. No. 5,878,122 (Reference D of the 
attached PTO-892) teaches a long distance service bureau that assists subscribers in 
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selecting a long distance carrier for a long distance, or tariff, call; wherein a rate table 
memory stores rate data, representing tolls charged by various long distance carriers, 
and subscriber preference data, representing a subscriber's preferences for certain 
ones of the various long distance carriers. Marsh, et al., U.S. Pat. No. 6,574,465 
(Reference E of the attached PTO-892) teaches a method for analyzing wireless 
communication data for determining an optimal wireless communication service plan; 
wherein a transceiver is configured to receive billing information associated with a 
subscriber of a telecommunications service under a current rate plan, a storage unit 
stores the billing information, and a processor processes the subscriber related billing 
information to produce organized data in a calling profile record for each 
telecommunication service being used by the subscriber. 

29. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

30. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel P. Vetter whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1366. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 8am 
to 6pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571) 272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




/JOHN W.HAYES 
SUPEfWISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



